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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's arguments of 12/12/06 have been considered, but are not convincing. 

Further, applicant's arguments regarding the newly introduced term "devoid" are 
not convincing and are not supported by the specification, despite Professor Hollaar's 
opinion that "The importance of this limitation to the fundamental nature of the invention 
of the present application can be seen in the depth of teaching in the specification." 
.2. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
3. Claims 1 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
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one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

As amended and argued, the word "devoid" is not supported by the specification, 
a word search was completed and the word "devoid" was not found. 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant argues that the Bezos reference does not state that it is devoid and this 
silence is not the same as an affirmative teaching of a devoid method. The Bezos 
reference teaches the entry of email address or telephone number which are seen to be 
pseudonymous names devoid of revealing the non-pseudonymous name as claimed. 

The gift system of Bezos does not require a non-pseudonymous name of the 
recipient, an email address or telephone number (both pseudonymous identifiers) is 
sufficient, further investigation is performed by the system to identify the delivery 
address of the recipient, and is seen to be the operation of the system without revealing 
the non-pseudonymous name of the receiver to the giver. 

The email contact of (501b) see paragraph (0022) reveals that the electronic 
mail, which is seen to be sent over the Internet, reveals a tracking number and 
information indicating that a gift is to be sent to the recipient, this is the only information 
given the recipient and is seen to be without revealing the non-pseudonymous name of 
the giver to the receiver. Even if the giver's email address were to be revealed to the 
receiver, the giver's email address it is seen to be a pseudonymous name that does not 
reveal the giver's non-pseudonymous name to the receiver. 
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5. Applicant argues that the 1 02 rejection is improper, but argues the newly added 
word "devoid" which was not required by the previous claims and is unsupported by the 
specification. Applicant further argues that the Bezos reference does not state that it is 
devoid and this silence is not the same as an affirmative teaching of a devoid method. 
The Bezos reference teaches the entry of email address or telephone number which are 
seen to be pseudonymous names devoid of revealing the non-pseudonymous name as 
claimed. Applicant further argues that it is improper to require Applicant to prove what 
was not in Bezos. Applicant was not asked to prove what was not in Bezos, but 
presented with the Examiner's interpretation of the reference and analysis of what was 
taught, telephone numbers and tracking numbers are pseudonymous identifiers that do 
not reveal non-pseudonymous names and email addresses do not necessarily have to 
reveal non-pseudonymous names. 

6. Applicant's request to explain pursuant to Sec. 1 32 the combination in view of the 
Board's reasoning in Ex parte Massey, was not explained previously nor will it be 
explained in this action because the reference Ex parte Massey is not of record and 
could not be found in a search of the USPQ with the title provided, further the examiner 
is unsure what section 132 is a section of. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

In this case, the claims to confirming purchases, and charging fees are seen to 
be old and well known in the business arts and the references Walker and Oneda are 
both in the business arts as is Bezos and are seen to be combinable. . 

7. Applicant's declaration has been considered but is not convincing because 
Professor Hollaar argues to the new matter term "devoid." 

8. The claim objections of the previous action were not argued and the claims were 
not cancelled, therefore they are repeated below. 

Claim Objections 

9. Claims 9, 41 , 73, 105 and 133 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous 
claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the 
claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

As per Claim 9. the parent claim 1 , contains only the method for acceptance of 
the gift, there is no option for refusal, therefore the notification based on refusal of the 
gift is not seen to be an option and does not further modify the independent claim. 

As per Claim 133. the parent claim 129, contains only the method for processing 
the sending of the gift, therefore the determining of whether the second party would 
accept the gift is not seen further modify the independent claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

10. Claims 1-2, 4, 9, 1 1-14, 16, 19-21, 28-29; 30-34, 36-41, 43-50, 62-66 f 68-73, 75- 

82, 94-98, 1 00-1 05, 1 07-1 1 7, 1 24-1 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 

anticipated by Bezos et al (US 2002/1078089). 

As per Claim 1. 

Bezos et al ('089) discloses: 

receiving a request over the internet from a first party for a gift to be sent to a 
second party, see figure 4 and paragraph (0015), lines 5-8 and (0016); 

obtaining over the Internet from said first party a pseudonym of said second 
party, see figure 5 (501a, 502a) and paragraph (0015) lines 8-14; 

securing over the Internet a non-pseudonymous name and address associated 
with the second party's pseudonym, see figure 8 (801, 804, 805); 

determining, over the internet, whether said second party would accept the gift, 
see figures 3, 5, 6 and (0019), if sufficient reply is received from the recipient via email 
from the email contact of (501 b) or telephone contact of (502b) the second party has 
effectively agreed to accept the gift, if an email is sent (501b) and a sufficient reply is 
not received in the allotted time or if the telephone number is used (502b), and a 
message is left, see figures 5 and 6, if the recipient doesn't return the call to provide the 
delivery information, the recipient has effectively refused receipt of the gift; and 

if said second party would accept that gift, processing said request to send said 
gift to produce computer output enabling said gift to be sent to said second party without 
revealing a non-pseudonymous name, see paragraph (0022) of one of said parties to 
another of said parties according to the request, see figure 8 (808). 

As per Claim 2. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses the step of issuing an order that said gift be 
send to said second party's non-pseudonymous name and address, see figure 8 (809). 

As per Claim 4. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses contacting said second party and requesting 
revelation of said second 'party's non-pseudonymous name and address, see figure 5 
(501b, 502b) and figure 3 (305). 
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As per Claim 9. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses informing the first party that the second party 
has not chosen to accept the blind gift, see figure 9 (905) and (0015) last 3 lines. 

As per Claim 1 1 , 28. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses giving the first party an opportunity to reveal 
true identity information about said first party's self, see paragraph (0021) lines 21-23 

As per Claim 12, 29. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses giving the second party an opportunity to 
reveal true identity information about said second party's self, see figure 6 (603, 605). 

As per Claim 13, 20. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses electronically charging a fee, see paragraph 
(0021) line 21-22. 

As per Claim 14. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses electronically charging a fee to a charge card, 
see paragraph (0021) line 21-22. 

As per Claim 16. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses electronically charging a fee, see paragraph 
(0021) line 21-22. 

As per Claim 19. 

Bezos et al ('089) discloses: 

a web site, enabling said first party to send a gift to a second party without 
revealing a non-pseudonymous name corresponding to said first party to said second 
party and without revealing a non-pseudonymous name of said second party to said first 
party, see paragraph (0016), lines 1-14 and paragraph (0022). 

As per Claim 21 , 32. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses gift is sent only responsive to an acceptance 
communication from the second party, see figures 5 and 6, if the telephone number is 
used, and a message is left, see figures 5 and 6, if the recipient doesn't return the call to 
provide the delivery information, the recipient has effectively refused receipt of the gift. 

As per Claim 30. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses gift is sent responsive to a message from the 
second party, see figure 6 (603). 

As per Claim 31 . 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses gift is sent responsive to an acceptance 
communication from the second party, see figure 6 (606). 
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As per Claim 33-34, 36-41, 43-50, 62-64. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses the step of processing said request to send a 
gift is carried out without revealing the non-pseudonymous name of said first party to 
said second party, and without revealing a non-pseudonymous name of said second 
party to said first party, see paragraph (0022) specifically lines 9-18 (the second party is 
given the tracking number of the gift order, hot the first party's non-pseudonymous 
name) and paragraphs (0015) and (0017) (the first party enters only the email address 
or phone number of the second party and databases or contact by the service gather 
the information from the second party). 

As per Claim 65-66, 68-73, 75-82, 94-96. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses the step of processing said request to send a 
gift is carried out without revealing the non-pseudonymous name of said first party to 
said second party, see paragraph (0022) specifically lines 9-18 (the second party is 
given the tracking number of the gift order, not the first party's non-pseudonymous 
name). 

As per Claim 97-98, 100-105, 107-114. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses the step of processing said request to send a 
gift is carried out without revealing the non-pseudonymous name of said second party to 
said first party, see paragraphs (0025) and (001 7)( the first party enters only the email 
address or phone number of the second party and databases or contact by the service 
gather the information from the second party). 

As per Claim 115-117,1 24-1 25. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses the website determines whether said second 
party would accept said gift prior to said enabling said first party to send said gift, , see 
figures 5 and 6, if the telephone number is used, and a message is left, see figures 5 
and 6, if the recipient doesn't return the call to provide the delivery information, the 
recipient has effectively refused receipt of the gift. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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1 1 . Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Bezos (089) in view 
of Walker (6,330,544). 

As per Claim 15. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses electronically charging a fee to a charge card, 
see paragraph (0021 ) line 21-22. 

Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the step of confirming receipt of said order 
that said blind gift be sent, before electronically charging said fee to said first party. 

Walker (6,330,544) teaches charging after confirmation of receipt of a gift, see 
column 3, lines 31-35 for the benefit of greater flexibility in gift giving 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Bezos ('089) to confirm receipt 
of said order that said gift be sent, before electronically charging said fee for the benefit 
of greater flexibility in gift giving. 

12. Claims 17, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Bezos (089) 
in view of Oneda (5,965,860). 

As per Claim 17. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses electronically charging a fee related to the 
value of the gift, see paragraph (0021) lines 21-22. 

Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the step of charging another fee. 

Oneda ('860) teaches a membership management system that charges a 
membership fee, see column 6, lines 3-10 for the benefit of recovering operating costs. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Bezos ('089) to register 
members and charge a membership fee to recover operating costs. 

As per Claim 18. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses electronically charging a fee related to the 
value of the gift, see paragraph (0021 ) lines 21-22. 

Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the step of charging a fee to the second 

party. 

Oneda ('860) teaches a membership management system that charges a 
membership fee, see column 6, lines 3-10 for the benefit of recovering operating costs. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Bezos ('089) to register 
members and charge a membership fee to recover operating costs. 



Not disclosed by Prior Art 
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13. Claims 3, 10, 22-27, 35, 42, 51-61, 67, 74, 83-93, 99, 106, 118-123 are objected 
to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

As per Claim 3. . 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses securing said second party's non- 
pseudonymous name and address by looking up in a database, see figure 8 (802, 803) 
and figure 3 (305), but does not disclose the database is a network membership 
database. 

As per Claim 10. 

Bezos et al ('089) further discloses contacting a third party for sending of a gift, 
see paragraph (0003) (the postal service), but does not disclose electronically 
contacting a third party to send the gift. 

As per Claim 22. 

Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the website enables said second party to 
refuse a gift from said first party if said first party is not identified by a particular name. 

As per Claim 23. 

Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the website enables said second party to 
refuse a gift from said first party if said first party is not identified by a true name. 

As per Claim 24. 

Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the website enables said second party to 
refuse a blind gift from said first party if said first party is identified by a particular 
pseudonym or true name. 

As per Claim 25. 

Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the website enables said second party to 
refuse a blind gift from said first party if said blind gift is of a particular type. 

As per Claim 26. 

Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the website enables said second party to 
respond to said first party after delivery of a blind gift sent to said second party by said 
first party. 

As per Claim 27. 
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Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the website enables said second party to 
respond to said first party after refusal of an attempted blind gift to said second party by 
said first party. 

As per Claim 51-61. 126-128. 

Bezos et al ('089) does not disclose the website enables a request to send said 
gift by accessing a membership database containing said non-pseudonymous name of 
said first party and said non-pseudonymous name of said second party. 

14. Claims 129-132 are allowed. 

As per Claim 129. 

The prior art of record, Bezos et al ('089), further discloses securing said second 
party's non-pseudonymous name and address by looking up in a database, see figure 8 
(802, 803) and figure 3 (305), but does not disclose the database is a network 
membership database. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas A. Dixon whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6803. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:30 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). / 




Thomas A. Dixon 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3639 



March 07 



